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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 4 and 8-13 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Regarding claims 4 and 10, the terms "said development environment" on claim 

line 2 have not been defined and should be replaced with -a development environment- 
- to improve the clarity of the claim. 

Regarding claim 8, the term "said Web server" on claim line 4 has not been 
defined and should be replaced with -a web server- to improve the clarity of the claim. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 

directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Regarding claims 8-13, the claim is directed toward a computer program product 

with program logic recorded on a medium comprising code for performing steps. A 

computer program product with code recorded thereon is non-functional descriptive 

material and is non-statutory. In order for a claim to be statutory, it must fall within one 

of the categories of invention being a system, a method, a manufacture, or a 
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composition of matter Computer code on a computer program product does not satisfy 
the requirements of being functional in order to be a statutory claim. The dependent 
claims do not solve the deficiencies of the independent claim and are rejected for the 
same. 

Claim RBjections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-2, 5-6, 8, 11-12, and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Fenton et al. (US 6,910,049). 

Regarding claim 1, Fenton et al. anticipates: 

A method for staging file assets on a live server comprising: 
detecting an index page of said server (column 1 1 , lines 52-54, where in the act 
of ingesting content into a main display page, the step of detecting an index page 
is seen as being performed, since a main display page is considered an index 
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page); 

creating a staging folder on said server, wherein said staging folder does not 
default to a directory listing when accessed (column 11, lines 22-32, where the 
database folder stores content and it does not go into a listing when accessed 
since it is not in a traditional hierarchal file system); 

inserting a randomized string into a name of said file assets to be staged (column 
1 1 , lines 22-32, where the files are given a pseudo-random number or name); . 
and storing said file assets in said staging folder (column 1 1 , lines 22-23, where 
the user can upload the content into the database, seen as the staging folder, 
since it is not live as noted in column 10, line 66-column 11, line 3). 

Regarding claim 2, Fenton et al. anticipates: 

The method of claim 1 further comprising: 

communicating said name with said inserted randomized string to a reviewing 
party (column 24, lines 45-63, where as the website is created from all of the 
elements, then approval occurs, and this is seen as communicating each 
element to be approved, having the randomized string, to a reviewing party, as 
user created elements can go into a live website as noted in column 11, lines 48- 
54). 



Regarding claim 5, Fenton et al. anticipates: 



Application/Control Number: 10/688,062 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2145 

The method of claim 1 wherein said creating step further comprises: 
generating a blank index file named according to said detected index file (column 
12, lines 32-39, where a new project is created, seen as a blank file, and its 
named according to where the main page of the project should appear, as seen 
in column 12, lines 49-55); and 

storing said blank index file in said staging folder (column 14, line 66-column 15, 
line 3, where the project page is stored in a staging folder since it is not live at 
this time, as seen in column 23, lines 31-42, and it can be blank if no elements 
are assigned to it). 

Regarding claim 6, Fenton et al. anticipates: 
The method of claim 1 further comprising: 

generating said randomized string prior to said inserting step (column 11, lines 
27-30, where the files are given the randomized string before committing them to 
storage). 

Regarding claim 8, Fenton et al. anticipates: 

A computer program product having computer readable medium with computer 
program logic recorded thereon for facilitating staging file assets, said computer 
program product comprising: 
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code for detecting an index of said web server (column 1 1 , lines 52-54, where in 
the act of ingesting content into a main display page, the step of detecting an 
index page is seen as being performed, since a main display page is considered 
an index page); 

code for generating a staging folder on said web server, wherein said staging 
folder prevents unauthorized listing of contents of said staging folder (column 1 1 , 
lines 22-32, where the database folder stores content and it does not go into a 
listing when accessed since it is not in a traditional hierarchal file system, thus 
preventing unauthorized listings); 

code for storing said file assets to be staged according to names that include a 
random string (column 11, lines 22-32, where the files are given a pseudo- 
random number or name and then stored in the database,. which is not live as 
noted in column 10, line 66-column 1 1 , line 3). 

Regarding claim 11, Fenton et al. anticipates: 

The computer program product of claim 8 wherein said code for generating 
further comprises: 

code for creating an empty index named according to said detected index 
(column 12, lines 32-39, where a hew project is created, seen as a blank file, and 
its named according to where the main page of the project should appear, as 
seen in column 12, lines 49-55); and 
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code for storing said ernpty index in said staging folder (column 14, line 66- 
column 15, line 3, where the project page is stored in a staging folder since it is 
not live at this time, as seen in column 23, lines 31-42, and it can be blank if no 
elements are assigned to it). 

Regarding claim 12, Fenton et al. anticipates: 

The computer program product of claim 8 further comprising: 
code for generating said random string prior to executing said code for storing 
(column 11, lines 27-30, where the files are given the randomized string before 
committing them to storage). 

Regarding claim 14, Fenton et al. anticipates: 

A method for reviewing proposed file content on a live Web server comprising: 
scanning said live Web server for an index file (column 11, lines 52-54, where in 
the act of ingesting content into a main display page, the step of scanning for an 
index page is seen as being performed, since a main display page is considered 
an index page); opening a review folder on said live Web server (column 11, 
lines 22-32, where the database folder stores content, and to store it must be 
accessed or opened); 

creating a blank index on said review folder, wherein said blank index is named 
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according to a name of said index file (column 12, lines 32-39, where a new 
project is created, seen as a blank file, and its named according to where the 
main page of the project should appear, as seen in column 12, lines 49-55); and 
storing said proposed file content in said review folder, wherein a randomized 
string is included in a file name representing said proposed file content (column 
1 1 , lines 22-32, where the files are given a pseudo-random number or name and 
where the user can upload the content into the database, seen as the staging 
folder, since it is not live as noted in column 10, line 66-column 11, line 3). 

Regarding claim 15, Fenton et al. anticipates: 

The method of claim 14 further comprising: sharing said file name with a 
reviewing user (column 24, lines 45-63, where as the website is created from all 
of the elements, then approval occurs, and this is seen as communicating each 
element to be approved, having the randomized string, to a reviewing party, as 
user created elements can go into a live website as noted in column 1 1 , lines 48- 
54). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5, The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3-4, 9-10, and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Fenton et al. (US 6,910,049) in view of "How To and Support FAQ". 

Regarding claims 3-4, 9-10, and 16-17, Fenton et al. discloses all of the 
limitations as described above except for creating a temporary folder in the root 
directory of a live server, writing a page of content according to one of a plurality 
of standard addresses, and then attempting to access that written page over 
HTTP, Then if the page is received, validating the address, or if the page is not 
received, writing to another standard address until it can be read back. Fenton et 
al. also does not disclose having the plurality of standard addresses accessible 
by the development environment in a memory. The general concept of creating 
a temporary directory on a server, and then trying multiple addresses in order for 
the page to become accessible, and therefore valid, is well known in the art as 
illustrated by "How To and Support FAQ". "How To and Support FAQ" describes 
uploading to a web server. It describes that a folder can be created (page 4, 
where the user can create a directory). It also describes that if pages aren't, 
showing up after an upload, then a different set of standard addresses should be 
tried until the page does show up when accessed (page 1-2, where if a page is 
not shown, this is seen as attempting to access a page with a standard address, 
and then only when the page is addressed using another of the set of standard 
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page names will the page be validated by showing up in the user's browser). 
"How To and Support FAQ" describes that the web page will only show if 
addressed using one of the standard set of index addresses (page 2), and this is 
seen as having the plurality of addresses accessible to the development 
environment since they are accessible to the user by trying each different 
standard address to test if it will display a page to the user. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify Fenton 
et al. with using a trail and error approach to accessing a folder by using different 
standard addresses of a page to test the receipt of the page as taught by "How 
To and Support FAQ" in order to successfully upload a user's page to a 
compatible standard address as to increase the compatibility of different types of 
web servers the system can interact with. 

Claims 7, 13, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
Fenton et al. (US 6,910,049) in view of Di-Crescenzo et al. (US 6,301 ,664). 

Regarding claims 7, 13, and 18, Fenton et al. discloses all of the limitations as 
described above except for determining a length of the randomized string 
according to a desired level of security and generating a random character for 
each number of established characters. The general concept of setting a 
randomized string length and generating it character by character for a desired 
level of security is well known in the art as illustrated by Di-Crescenzo et al. Di- 



7, 

over 
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Crescenzo et al. teaches that a random string can be generated based on a 
desired level of security (column 4, lines 37-39) and also the string is then 
applied to each bit in the data differently (column 5, line 60-column 6. line 1, 
where each bit is seen as a character of data). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify Fenton et al. with 
setting string length according to a desired level of scurity and modifying the data 
character by character as taught by Di-Crescenzo et al. in order to increase 
security, as noted in Di-Crescenzo et al/s disclosure in column 1, lines 26-31. 



Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

"Approaches to Content Management" (Nakano) describes live and staged 

editing of web servers in a general overview. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adam S. Weintrop whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1604. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7: 30am- 
5:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on 571-272-3933. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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